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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Claims 29-42, 57-64, and 66-74 remain pending in the application. Claims 29-42 
and 57-64 are currently amended. Claims 1-28, 43-56, and 65 have been canceled. 
Claims 66-74 are new. 



Response to Arguments 

2. With regard to the applicant's remarks dated December 3, 201 0: 

Regarding objection to the specification, applicant's amendment has been fully 
considered and is sufficient. Therefore, the objection has been withdrawn. 

Regarding objection to the drawings, applicant's amendment has been fully 
considered and is sufficient. Therefore, the objection has been withdrawn. 

Regarding the rejection of claims 40-56, and 65 under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, applicant's amendments and arguments have been fully considered and are 
sufficient. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 

Regarding the rejection of claims 29-37 and 40-43 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e), 
applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection is maintained. As to claim 29, applicants argue that "Baudino 
does not describe, teach or suggest to provide a virtual server (aggregated lists) 
indexing each medias available on a network that a device is authorized and able to 
give access to the content". See page 14 of Remarks. In response to this argument, it is 
noted that claim 29 does not appear to "provide a virtual server" or "provide aggregated 
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lists indexing each medias". Therefore, applicant's argument is directed to unclaimed 
features of the invention. Applicants failed to provide any other arguments except for 
generally alleging that Baudino does not anticipate claim 29 as amended. Examiner 
disagrees and maintains that Baudino anticipates claim 29 as presented in the reasons 
for rejection in the next section of the Office action. 

As to any arguments not specifically addressed, they are the same as those 
discussed above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 12 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 29-42, 57-64, and 66-74 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claim 29, in the step of searching, limitation of "at least said devices" at line 
1 is ambiguous because it is unclear which devices of preamble are referred to as "said 
devices"; limitation of "one all media" at line 2 is ambiguous because it is unclear 
whether searching is done for "one media" or for "all media". In the step of transmitting, 
limitation "each other device" at line 1 is ambiguous because it appears to suggest 
having multiple other devices wherein the preamble recites "at least one other device". 
In the situations where there is a single "other device", recitation of "each other device" 
is deemed inappropriate. In the step of aggregating, limitation of "aggregating, at least 
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one list of media listed in one transmitted list" is ambiguous because it is unclear what 
"at least one list" is being aggregated with and how can "at least one list" be "listed in 
one transmitted list". In other words, listing at least one list in one transmitted list 
appears to make no sense. Appropriate correction or explanation is required. 

Dependent claims are rejected under the same rationale as being dependent 
from and incorporating all the limitations of rejected claim 29. 

As to claim 33, recitation of "each media" is ambiguous because "media" is 
plural. It is unclear why applicants amended the claim to change "medium" to "media". 
Appropriate explanation of reversion of changes is requested. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 29-37, 40, 42, 57-64, and 66-74 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as 
being anticipated by Baudino et al. (US 2006/0123081 A1). 

As to claim 29, Baudino teaches a process of data exchange between a first 
device and at least one other device linked to a network [devices 52 and 54] (abstract), 



that comprises: 
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a step of searching, by each of at least said devices [each device collecting data 
over time independently from each other] (par. [0026]), for one all media having media 
type representing at least one type of physical entity [user's favorites/preferences in 
terms of listing of movies, songs, web sites, etc.] (par. [0026]), said media being directly 
accessible by said device [each device is collecting data pertaining to user's direct 
interaction with the device] (par. [0026], [0035], [0036]), said media type allowing the 
first device to give to a user access to the content of said media having said media type 
[user's favorites/preferences allow a device that user interacts with to give to the user 
access to user's favorite movies, songs, web sites, etc.], to provide at least one list 
representing media that said first device giving the user access to the content [listing of 
movies, songs, web sites, etc.] (par. [0026]); 

a step of transmitting, by each other device having carried out said searching 
step to at least the first device [exchanging the collected data between devices over 
wireless LAN or other wireless network] (par. [0026], [0034]), each list representing 
media found by said other device during the search step (par. [0035]-[0038]); and 

a step of aggregating, at last one list of media listed in one transmitted list 
independently of the device where said media are located [creating a common user 
profile based on exchanged data] (par. [0005], Fig. 3). 

As to claim 30, Baudino teaches that during the aggregation step, aggregated 
lists are organized by physical entity (par. [0030], Fig. 6). 
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As to claim 31 , Baudino teaches that during the aggregation step, aggregated 
lists are organized by media type (par. [0035]-[0038]; Fig. 6). 

As to claim 32, Baudino teaches that during the search step, media subject to a 
broadcast limitation or ban are not taken into account (par. [0046]-[0047]). 

As to claim 33, Baudino teaches that during the aggregation step each 
aggregated list comprises, for each media, a pointer representing the localization of said 
media on the network (par. [0035]-[0036], Fig. 6). 

As to claim 34, Baudino teaches that during the aggregation step the aggregated 
list comprises, for each medium, an interface handling said medium (par. [0035]-[0036], 
Fig. 6). 

As to claim 35, Baudino teaches a step of selecting a media output device (par. 
[0048]). 

As to claim 36, Baudino teaches a step of selecting, for at least one media output 
device, a media represented in an aggregated list (par. [0048]). 
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As to claim 37, Baudino teaches that step of selecting a media comprises a step 
of selection by a hand-held remote control (par. [0048] teaches interaction between two 
devices, wherein one of the devices is a remote control depicted in Fig. 1 , par. [0026]). 

As to claim 40, Baudino teaches a hand-held remote control [one of 
exemplifications of a home mobile device (25)] (par. [0026], Fig. 1). Baudino further 
teaches that a request is output for each device in the remote control's range to provide 
a response identifying it (par. [0040], Fig. 3). 

As to claim 42, Baudino teaches that the device giving the quickest access to the 
selected medium [device in proximity] transmits said medium to the device selected to 
output said medium (par. [0033]). 

As to claim 57, Baudino teaches a step of determining at least one environment 
parameter for the remote control (par. [0026]), and 

a step of auto-configuring the provisioning of functions and/or media to the 
remote control's user (par. [0048]). 

As to claim 58, Baudino teaches that during the step of determining at least one 
environment parameter for the remote control, the person using the remote control is 
ascertained (par. [0026], [0048], Fig. 1). 
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As to claim 59, Baudino teaches that during the step of determining at least one 
environment parameter for the remote control, the equipment being remotely controlled 
is ascertained [device capability interchange] (par. [0040]). 

As to claim 60, Baudino teaches that during the step of determining at least one 
environment parameter for the remote control, the media available are ascertained (par. 
[0026], [0048]). 

As to claim 61 , Baudino teaches that during the step of determining at least one 
environmental parameter for the remote control, the position in space of the equipment 
being remotely controlled is ascertained [proximity] (par. [0026], [0040], [0048]). 

As to claim 62, Baudino teaches that during of the step of determining at least 
one environmental parameter for the remote control, the time is ascertained [once 
devices are in predetermined proximity] (par. [0026], [0040], [0048]). 

As to claim 63, Baudino teaches that during the step of determining at least one 
environmental parameter for the remote control, the availability of functions for 
equipment utilizing a communications protocol with the remote control is ascertained 
[capabilities interchange] (par. [0026], [0040], [0048]). 
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As to claim 64, Baudino teaches that during the step of auto-configuring, the 
provisioning of functions or media to the remote control's user, the functions and/or 
media to which access is authorized and/or available are activated, according to each 
environment parameter determined during the step of determining at least one 
environmental parameter for the remote control [reading/writing only the data that is 
applicable to the device in question] (par. [0034]). 

As to claim 66, Baudino teaches a step of providing, by the first device, to each 
of said other devices, data relating to each media type for which the first device giving 
the user access to the content of a media having this media type [capabilities 
interchange] (par. [0040]). 

As to claim 67, Baudino teaches a step of determining, by the first device, each 
media type for which the first device giving the user access to the content of a media 
having this media type [collecting data over time by each device and using collected 
data in generating local profile of par. [0036]) (par. [0026], [0039]). 

As to claim 68, Baudino teaches a step of associating to each media in at least 
one aggregated list of media an application reading the content of said media (par. 
[0048]). 
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As to claim 69, Baudino teaches a step of associating to each media in at least 
one aggregated list of media a user interface giving access to the content of said media 
(par. [0038], [0048]). 

As to claim 70, Baudino teaches that during the step of aggregating, for a media 
having the same descriptive data as another media, each of said media is represented 
in at least one aggregated list [having a single copy of a full profile and having other 
devices having only a partial copy, wherein a common virtual profile shared between 
devices allows for each device to access full profile] (par. [0031]-[0032]). 

As to claim 71 , Baudino teaches that during the step of aggregating, for a media 
found by the first device having the same descriptive data as another media found by 
another device, only the media found by the first device is represented in at least one 
aggregated list [determining differences between local and remote profiles and 
exchanging only differences when creating a common virtual profile] (par. [0040]). 

As to claim 72, Baudino teaches a step of selecting at least one directory of at 
least one device and, during the step of transmitting, only the media found in a selected 
directory are represented in a transmitted list representing media [limiting exchange to 
certain information such as profile information marked as "interchangeable"] (par. 
[0046]-[0047]). 
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As to claim 73, Baudino teaches that during the step of aggregating, only media 
that the first device can output are aggregated [creating partial profile at a device 
containing only the information applicable to that device] (par. [0032]). 

As to claim 74, Baudino teaches that during the step of aggregating, only media 
that the first device can give a user access to the content are aggregated (par. [0032], 
[0046]-[0047]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 38 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Baudino et al. in view of Chin et al. (US 2003/0137605 A1). 

As to claim 38, Baudino teaches all the elements except for optical signals and 
radio signals being output by said remote control during the step of selection. 

Chin teaches a hand-held remote control that outputs optical and radio signals 
during operation (par. [0027], Fig. 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
process of Baudino by having the remote control (25) of Baudino output optical and 
radio signals during the step of selection via said remote control in order to allow remote 
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control interact with other devices in proximity, a capability of a hand-held remote 
control that is notoriously old and well known in the art. 

As to claim 41 , Baudino teaches all the elements except for the hand-held 
remote control to utilize arrow keys and a confirmation key. 

Chin teaches a hand-held remote control that utilizes arrow keys and a 
confirmation key (par. [0008], [0030], Fig. 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
process of Baudino by having the remote control (25) of Baudino utilize arrow keys and 
a confirmation key in order to interact with other devices in proximity, a capability of a 
hand-held remote control that is notoriously old and well known in the art. 

9. Claim 39 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Baudino 
et al. in view of O'Donnell et al. (US 2005/0097594 A1 ) and in further view of Case, JR. 
et al. (US 2006/0136173 A1). 

As to claim 39, Baudino teaches all the elements except for having a remote 
control that displays three-dimensional images representing devices outputting at least 
one media type. 

O'Donnell teaches a remote control having display, the display displaying images 
representing objects that are being controlled by the remote device (abstract, Figs. 1 , 3, 
and 4). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the method of Baudino by having the remote control (as on the 
devices) having a display that displays images representing devices outputting at least 
one media type (devices in proximity that the remote control interacts with) in order to 
visually present information to the user regarding objects that the remote control is 
overseeing or interacting with. 

Baudino in view of O'Donnell does not expressly teach that images are three- 
dimensional images. 

Case teaches that displayed images are three-dimensional (par. [0121], Fig. 4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the method of Baudino in view of O'Donnell by having images being 
three-dimensional in order to generally show details of objects that the remote control 
interacts with that otherwise would be difficult to visually describe. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OLEG SURVILLO whose telephone number is 
(571)272-9691 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thu 9:00am - 6:30pm; 
Fri 10:00am - 6:30pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton B. Burgess can be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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